APPENDIX	137
a most elaborate series of directions as to each one of the innumerable
elements making up the "ptide, pomp and circumstance** of a glorious
marriage, including the perfumery, refreshment, amusements to be
provided, the men to superintend them, and so forth.1** Among
other things, the Memorandum directs that Sardars, Siledars, Marathas,
Musalmans, Ali Bahadur"* and others, should be taken after
they are assembled together to the house of the bride's father for
dinner and for fared; and they should be invited to a fora/ or dinner
at the palace on the proper occasions. And again it is said* that the
Nabab, Bhonsle, Holkar, and Siledars of high position* Sarkarjuns
(sic) Marathas and Musalmans should be invited. And, after deter-
mining what is appropriate, they should be taken to the house of the
bride's father and to the palace for dinner, and to see the dance. They
should be invited, and provisions also should be sent to them. It
is not clear from these directions how the various guests—Marathas,
Musalmans, &c.—were accommodated at the timeJ of the dinners and
iardls, nor how they were served. And, therefore, one cannot be sure
that they all sat down together and were served out of the same pots,
though this does not seem altogether unlikely.1" In any * case,
however* it seems clear that Musalmans as well as Marathas sat down
to the grand marriage dinners at the palace and at the house of the
bride's father; and in this elaborately detailed Memorandum* there
is iKJthing said about their having any separate parts of the houses set
apart for them other than those which were used for the Brahmans
invited*
un<$er reference is scarcely the probable one. There is nothing that I am
aware of, in Mahadji's career or character to warrant the imputation, that
he" wanted to enfeeble the whole of the Deccan Marathas for his personal
aggrandisement What he probably did aim at was-%the establishment of an
influence on the single individual, Savai Madhavrav "more potent than that of
Nana Fadanavis. And he probably sought to secure this ;by means of striking
shows, which would naturally be supposed to be the best passport to such
influence with one whom apparently ail around him were then treating «s
still a child. The Peshva's Bakhar, further, does not indicate that Nana on
his part objcted in the slightest degree to any of these shows; but rather
the contrary. The idea that he must have done so may be correct, but there
is no evidence whatever adduced to substantiate it. Such as it is, the evidence
seems to me rather to point the other way; so far as the general taste of
those days is concerned—though I am not aware of anything sufficiently specific
about Nana himself in relation to this point, (See Inter alia Peshva's Bakhar.
pp. 131, 167, 172* 175. 193; Bhau Saheb's Bakhar, pp. 99, 130; V. J. Vistara, VoU
V, p. 200; Ibid. Vol. X, pp. 6,7; Chitnis's Shahu p, 49; Marathis Sararajya
Bakhar, pp. 87, 102; Peshva Sakavali, pp. 17, 90; Chitnis's Rajarara, p. 50;
Asiatic kesearches, Vol. Ill, p. 24; Ovington's Voyage to Surat, p. 329, et seg.:
Grant Duff, Vol. II, p. 159: Dowson's Elliott, Vol. VIII, p. 280. For the
marriage of Savai Madhavrav, celebrated without Mahadji having his finger
in the pie, Rs. 50,000 were spent on cloth alone, and this was unto Nana
Fadanavis's management See Letters, Memoranda &c. (K.I. Sangraha), p.
226, see also in connection with this Ibid, pp. 273-74.
* "'Letters, Memoranda &c (K.L Sangraha),^>p. 277,292,
110The son of Samsher Bahadur, who was the sdn of tfoe first Bajirav by
MastanL
*"See further Letter &c. (K.I. SangrabaX P- ^8. In tiie Peshva's Bafcbar,
p.  143, a separate dinner for Musalrnan guests is mentioned.

